mg in certain of its rituals or partaking of ts 
sacraments. “Experience keeps a dear school, 
but fools will learn in no other!” 


The Beacon of the Future 

The trend to differentiation, racial and re- 
ligious, represents a natural law, as well as a 
basic human right. Any attempt to force a rig- 
id conformity in such matters of human rela- 
tions must inevitably result in a repetition of 
the deadly European pattern of religious con- 
flict. 

Upon the establishment of workable race re- 
lations hinges the very fate of our great coun- 
try. In the Talmud is a saying to the effect that 
time may, in some situations, resolve problems 
which cannot be solved by human intelligence 
at the moment. Now is the hour for Americans 
of ail races to heed the wisdom of this counsel. 
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On February 17, 1958 the following: article was 
placed in the New York Herald-Tribune as a full-pape 
advertisement by the Joint Legislative Committee of the 
Louisiana Legislature: 

To The People of New York City 

THE POSITION OF THE SOUTH 
ON RACE RELATIONS 

Recent tragic events in the integrated schools 
of Washington, D. C., Kansas City, Little Rock, 
and your own New York City, suggest that an 
accurate presentation of the views of Southern 
people on the race question might receive sym- 
pathetic consideration in the North and might 
even contribute to the solution of a problem 
in which we are now all concerned. 

A Problem Unique Within 
Our Nation 

Here in the United States, we are witnessing 
an unprecedented attempt by certain white 
and Negro leaders to force the Negro people of 
our country to abandon their own culture and 
mores, lose themselves physically and culturally 
within other races, and commit racial suicide. 

Meanwhile, outside of the United States, 
every dynamic racial group in the world pride- 
fully promotes its own culture. In view of their 
examples, should we not look twice before we 
leap? 

In looking, we do not propose here to review 
the influences behind the “integration” move- 
ment. (For detailed analysis of a major in- 
fluence we recommend that you review “Sub- 
version in Racial Unrest,” a documented study 
recently released by this Committee). Rather, 
let us here consider the logic of the movement 
and its ultimate effect on a country that we all 
love and cherish. 


The American Majority: A Blend 
of Homogeneous Peoples 

You may ask: Doesn’t this great country of 
ours represent a melting pot of different races? 
From a scientific standpoint, the answer is an 
unequivocal — NO! 

The vast majority of this nation represents 
a blending of like peoples of common European 
ancestry, rather than a mixing of divergent 
races. But the energy and vitality which made 
America a great nation arose neither from racial 
self-idolatry nor racial suicide — it was an 
outgrowth of a passionate love of individual 
liberty, balanced by a sense of justice and in- 
dividual responsibility which makes this liberty 
possible. On such a foundation, a new nation 
was created, capable of winning and retaining 
the love and loyalty of peoples of different races, 
different cultures and different religions. 


What- About- the American Negro? 

We in the South think of our colored friends 
as Negro Americans rather than as American 
Negroes. The normally cordial relationships 
between Southern white and colored people are 
regulated by a set of conventions or customs, 
the product of years of experiment and exper- 
ience in adjusting to a bi-racial society. 

Racial Patterns — A Community 
Matter 

These customs vary widely from state to 
state and indeed from community to commun- 
ity. Until May 17, 1954 each community in the 
South was a laboratory in which many of these 
customs were being constantly examined and 
revised to meet changing conditions. Each com- 
munity adapted itself to the problems which 
confronted it. 


It is significant that all of the communities 
in the South and, indeed, many of the com- 
munities in the North, agreed that separation 
of the races in the fields of elementary and sec- 
ondary education was essential. 

The Solution North and South 

This method of adjustment, which has been 
loosely referred to as “Segregation”, enabled 
both the Negro and white people in the South 
to overcome the devastating effects of the War 
Between the States and pile up a record of prog- 
ress second to none in history. 

We believe it will, in practice, enable our 
Northern friends to adjust themselves to the 
more than one-half of the Negroes in this coun- 
try who will live in the North by 1980. 


A Dangerous Parallel 

Now we are told that this is all wrong — that 
each community must conform to one unvary- 
ing racial pattern — complete integration — 
prescribed and enforced by a central govern- 
mental authority. But, the disastrous , results 
of this policy are causing Americans to ask 
themselves: Is forced racial integration the an- 
swer? 

At one time the belief was prevalent that all 
must attend the same church to prosper in the 
next world, as well as in this one. Many futile 
attempts of powerful groups in Europe to force 
their religious views on others only succeeded in 
dividing the continent into hostile camps. 
Ghastly wars and senseless massacres occurred 
in the conflicts over the rights of mankind to 
individuality, this time in the field of religion. 

Today peoples of different religions may at- 
tend different churches without “degradation" 
or “psychological injury” to their personalities. 
Indeed, no one questions the right of a great re- 
ligion to prohibit non-members from participat- 



